io            PERSONNEL OF THE EPISCOPATE
Matthew Paris's comments in their entirety, it is realized
that that chronicler, who must have known him personally,
was not praising him for learning or sanctity or creative
activity in Church or State, nor for any quality or work
particularly related to his profession, but for his building,
for a gracious performance of his more obvious duties, for
integrity and personal charm. c Hospitable, pleasant, and
serene V ca man of meekness, simplicity, and dignity.'3
He corresponded to Paris's conception of the bishop, and
it seems not unfair to consider him the characteristic ex-
ample of the good monk-prelate, at this time when the
monasteries as a training ground for the episcopate were
being left behind by more rapid developments in the world
outside.
1 Ckron. Haj. v. 454.                       2 Memorials of St. Edmundsbury, ii. 41.